Public reporting burden for the collection of information is estimated to average 1 hour per response, including the time for reviewing instructions, searching existing data sources, gathering and maintaining the data needed, and completing and reviewing the collection of information. Send comments regarding this burden estimate or any other aspect of this collection of information, including suggestions for reducing this burden, to Washington Headquarters Services, Directorate for Information Operations and Reports, 1215 Jefferson Davis Highway, Suite 1204, Arlington VA 22202-4302. Respondents should be aware that notwithstanding any other provision of law, no person shall be subject to a penalty for failing to comply with a collection of information if it does not display a currently valid OMB control number.
SHOULD THE U.S. CONTINUE TO MAINTAIN FORCES IN SOUTH KOREA?
Throughout the Cold War American policy makers struggled with the issue of maintenance of forces in Europe and South Korea. The American public has generally supported the forward deployment of forces to defend potential flash points in order to stem the tide of communism. The fall of the Soviet Union, marking the end of the Cold War, enabled the United States to downsize its armed forces and reduce its overseas presence. This was accomplished primarily through reduction of forces in Europe. There was no significant reduction of forces in South Korea. Perception of the North Korean threat appeared unaffected by the events overtaking its old ally, the Soviet Union. Therefore the United States continues to maintain a cold war-like deterrence force on South Korean soil. Consequently South Korea's military role was strengthened over time, while its economic role was deemphasized. Despite the fact that security continued to be stressed throughout the 1950s, the United States still tried to reduce grants and the size of the Korean and American forces in South Korea. Subsequently the 'unified policy' and the economic recovery plan were eliminated following the Korean War. 1 Today the United States' interests in South Korea encompass security, economic, and political concerns. The United States has remained committed to maintaining peace on the Korean Peninsula. This commitment is viewed as vital to the peace and stability of Northeast Asia.
BACKGROUND
The United States currently maintains 37,500 troops in South Korea to supplement the 650,000-strong South Korean armed forces. 2 The purpose of these forces is to deter the 1.2 million-man North Korean army, which is forward deployed in the lower third of the country, along the Demilitarized Zone (DMZ). Most of the American forces in Korea are forward-based Army personnel arrayed across the southern peninsula.
United States Policy Objectives toward South Korea rely on political stability in South
Korea. The United States considers political stability crucial to South Korea's economic development, to maintenance of the security balance on the peninsula, and to preservation of peace in northeast Asia. 3 A key factor in maintaining peace and stability in the region is keeping the Korean Peninsula free of weapons of mass destruction.
MILITARY CAPABILITY
The North Korean military relies on large numbers of missiles for strength. Anti-American sentiment was so prevalent at that time that now-President Roh Moo-hyun campaigned and won the South Korean presidential election on an anti-American platform.
During his political ascendancy, Roh suggested that his nation might "mediate" in any war between America and the North (Korea). The Eisenhower Administration's policy wanted to decrease taxes and military spending in order to build a stronger U.S. economy. Reliance on a strategy of massive retaliation with nuclear weapons was much cheaper than maintaining large conventional forces. Unfortunately, as later events were to prove, this strategy resulted in the U.S. forces being unable to influence any struggle, short of a thermo-nuclear exchange, concerning a national interest. North Korea's policy is to gain concessions from U.S. and other regional powers to meet the objective of regime survival. Like the Eisenhower Administration, North Korea is pursuing a policy of relying on nuclear weapons to meet the nation's policy objectives because it is cheaper than maintaining a large standing army. This policy is probably contributing to the degradation of their conventional forces capability. 
RECOMMENDATIONS

CONCLUSION
In the foreseeable future the United States will continue to view the stability and security of the Korean Peninsula as a vital national security interest and integral to sustaining global commerce. Withdrawal of United States ground forces from South Korea will not degrade the military readiness of the alliance defense. On the contrary, it will eliminate one of the major sources of growing anti-Americanism among the South Korean population. Moreover, United terrorism, and save the associated costs of forward based troops. For South Korea, with strong United States support, to take the lead in the defense of their nation is an idea whose time has come.
In conclusion, withdrawal of U.S. ground forces from South Korea would be a win-win alternative. We gain economic and military resources while maintaining our objectives in northeast Asia and garnering positive public opinion, and South Koreans step out of our shadow and join the first rank of nations as a fully functioning democratic nation in charge of its own national defense.
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